Art. 62.1 states that "a generic name retains the gender assigned by nomenclatural tradition, irrespective of classical usage or the author's original usage". For Diatoma, the literature has used predominantly neuter combinations (Hartman 1967) . For example, we have observed ( fig. 1 ) that the use of the neuter 'Diatoma vulgare' has been much more frequent than the correct feminine 'Diatoma vulgaris' through the last decades. Although Bory did not designate a generitype, his use of 'Diatoma vulgaris' confirms that he treated Diatoma as feminine, although most subsequent authors did not follow this criterion. As Bory acknowledges (Fourtanier & Kociolek 1999) , he adopted a designation used earlier (Diatoma de Candolle in Lamark 1805: 48) for this genus of araphid diatoms, so that Kanitz (1887) superfluously published the substitute name Neodiatoma Kanitz (1887: 5) to which a few species were transferred. Noteworthy, Diatoma had been used earlier to designate the Rhizophoraceae Diatoma Loureiro (1790: 296), nom. rej. (≡ Carallia Roxburgh 1811: 8) and, despite de Candolle considering Diatoma as neuter, both Loureiro's Diatoma and Kanitz's Neodiatoma (Guiry & Guiry 2014) are commonly (and originally) treated as feminine. When Bory's Diatoma was conserved against previous usages (Lanjouw et al. 1961: 208) , the proposed conserved type D. vulgaris was intentionally corrected to 'D. vulgare', erroneously assuming that the original feminine form was wrong (Christensen 1991) . Later (and current) editions of the Nomina generica conservanda corrected it to D. vulgaris. Accoding to art. 14.11, "a name may be conserved in order to preserve a particular spelling or gender", and, despite Diatoma Bory was not preserved for this reason (but to preserve nomenclatural stability), we consider that the publication of 
